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i*r. iitcvon ii* iXike 
i-'rofcs.’-or of Oriuinal Law 
Yule univijra^ty 
aavan, Ooixii. 

Lear **Tm Luliop 

I .uu tloii autJior of x*’xLi4 iL-Ur ^ a etudy Ox’ the as^jasi^xation of Lr. iiartin xiUthcr 
and Ox tiA.‘ ^amoG u.^rl xtay caoG| of ..liich I ojxclosi^ a fm; roviuwa. It includes a rather 
vi^rouii cxumiiiatiou of Percy Porcixan' o porf oriaunce , about wliicli liave the deepest 
tiis^vin^p. 

The i.ew York 'fimos of 3/15A9 reports your interest in and succos;*. on oelmlf of 
Jazaes ^^lor, whose case han heon Im n dlcd to conviction by Porenuai# xTiero is elliptical 
rele.'encc to wJiat Di£;ht do t ic case in ILicliael nroiaan's bioipraphy of Porei.^, 

I writing to arii for ..iiatever i.a’onuxtion tou can c>ve liie about tlic facto of 
the case, wMch xvjnarlcahly parallel ooiuc of .uiy's career, and about Poroijaii's pori’or.janco# 
I recoGxiise tj.cro jay be bokic profoedLonal linitationn on tiic latter. 1 aui not asking' 
tn. uxu^tjacal of you, rjorcly wlu.t you foci you ..ay properly let ae liav-^. i.y ovai Dolief 
is tliiit uoreijan fra., the fir:;t iud the intention of selling icay out, of arrau.jin^ a 
quick and politically-de.rirod "solution'' to tuo case, althoui^h 1 au not suj Oi.tin,; tuia 
liave 210 rea. on to b. liuvc, as iiay does, that tiiis was his motive. 

.uelicv«ju; or not, theixi is oiijply no case at all OLninst .diy. foreman made no 
^vesttrjation at all. bhat evidence? is available is exculpatoiy, and iince writinj the 
book 1 have obta^ied wiiat I rc<;ard as totally exculpatory evidence, as it relates to tlie 
sJv^otin,;. fheiv is no doubt of :cay*s conscious c r im hio l activity, hut tliat does not make 
him an asjmsGiii. 

The facts ^ the idllor case as rciportod by the fimos fascinate me, they are tliat 
close to duplication of some in iiay*s case. Including narcotics, Canada ana uoxico. xuad 
foreman in similar, uncljaracteristoc roles in each case? 

1 do 5iop^ you con help. Tljanks for anytliin^: you iiay do. 

Linceroly, 


Harold Wuisber^ 


